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RESPONSE TO OFFICE ACTION OF February 21, 2007 
within the 30 days specified on the Notice of Mailing sent and attached hereto 



Thank you to the Office for contacting me by telephone. 

Substitute pages 4 and 5 to applicants' Response of November 17, 2006 are 
attached hereto with the proper page numbers on them, and with the proper claims status 
identifiers which were accidentally omitted on claims 1 1 and 17. 

If Applicants may explain the status of the election and the claims structure.: 

The examiner had requested a restriction. The examiner referred to Figures 1 1 A- 
11C as Species XII. 

Applicants elected species XII and elected to re- write the claims by withdrawing 
the claims as previously drafted, and write independent claims reading on Species XII. 



1 



Independent claims 143, 146, 151 and 164 read on that Species XII in several 
variations. Claims 144-145 depend on and narrow independent claim 143. Claims 147- 
150 depend on and narrow independent claim 146. Claims 152-153 depend on and 
narrow independent claim 151. Multiple dependent claims are presented on claims 143- 
147, 149, and 151-152 with further detail and specificity. Independent claim 164, which 
reads on Species XII is the most detailed independent claim and has dependent claims 
165-174 which depend on and narrow claim 164. 

As stated in the filing yesterday, applicants believe the election was made in May, 
and an explanation was made as to the structure of the claims and that they read on Fig. 
1 1 A-l 1C which is Species XII. 

The Response of March 12, 2007 is adopted by reference, but this Response 
should comprehensively deal with the issues raised. 

The application is believed to be in order for allowance. 

Attached is the notice of mailing. 

If any further extension is needed, petition is made for an extension, and the 
office is authorized to charge any fees to my deposit account 50-3 153. 

Respectfully, 

/s/ /Brooke Schumm 111/ Date 3/13/2007 

Brooke Schumm III 

Patent Bar Registration No. 34,926 

Daneker, Mclntire et al 

One N. Charles St., Suite 2450 

Baltimore, MD 21201 

(410) 649-4761 

Attorney for Applicants 
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